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Dear Mr. Rockier: 



. V 



Th4o Ir in rngnnnae to ^r . Martin Mendelsohn ' s le ttor 
to I T of thie Office, dated 6 December 

1979 informing us that ah action had been filed in the U.S. 
biatrict Court in New Oereey to revoke the citizenship of 
Techerim Soobzokov. In thot letter Mr. Mendelsohn asked 
that sii$ documents be made available for use by the Office 
of Special Investigations. In response to that request, the^^ 
appropriate offie'ea of the. Agency have examined the documents 
and the circumstancee eur rounding their acquisition. * The 
concerns brought to light as a result of that review are 
presented below. (C) J 

Documenta 1 and 2 # 

CIA is prepared to make these documents available for 
use in thia case, and indeed, ws would be willing to provide 
as a y/itnees the custodian of the documents of the Directorate 
of Operations who can testify that the documents were found 
in the records system of the Directorate, of Operations and 
‘ that the documenta had been in our files since 1952. (C) ^ 

However, for reasons stated below, this officer will 
not be permitted to testify as to the circumetances eui^rounding 
the acquisition of the documents; that is, that these 
documents were placed Into the C'^IA records system by a staff ^ ^ 
employee who received them from Soobzokov in Amman, Jordan » ' 
in 1952. (S) - ' 

A statement of the circumetances eurroundlng the* 
acquisition of these documents would constitute an official 
admission of a CrAipresence 9 nd activity in Jordan.} Aa 
recent developments in"^ the Middle East have clearry Indicated, , 
even mere allegations of CIA activity 'often provoka serloua 
reactions by the govsrnmants .and_ citizens of Middle'' East 
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• countrloe. (The CZ would be particularly 

eenaitive to an official acknowleHaament of CIA actioifv in. 

/r I 

^ A paraixex concern xs tnat any admlae^ian of ^ 
CXAactivlty in Jordan would noat certainly danage, If not 
deatroy» our ability to withhold that information from 
public discloaure. during the procaseing of FOIA and privacy ' 
Act requeate qr in other civil.or criminal caaes. <S) f 

* ‘ ‘ • * 

For the following reaaona the CIA witneaa alao will not 
be permitted to identify that, original recipient of the 
docuraenta. In 1952 this officer was assioned to c. ^ under 

nmriinl . nnvi»i*- that la; ^ 

in diacioae tne raoc cnoc on oacenexoxe C— 

J transmitted information directly to CIA f 
wouxd only exaceroate the potential for adverse reaction^ • 
Mentioned above. To. disclose the fact that, this individual 
waSr in fact CZ J would have eyen more aerlbua 

coneeqqencee. FiraCf tne indlviduala* he was known .to have 
contacted could be placed i'n danger. Second , his 

cover. poelcTonM^o.uxd most certalnlv be cpnproaleed Official 
acknojWledgenent of' the use of C -3 cover InC ^ would in 
itself be-damaging. ZZ hoe /oxpresBeo its 

^erldue concern over or rxcxax^acKnowledgenent of the use of 
c over, and the continued wlllingnoea. an.d' al>llity of^the. 

^ ^ to provide covet to- the Agency 'ie/ in our viowr 

vepenoenc-on CIA 's abi li ty to preveiit *public ‘^diecloeure 
of those Inetanuee 'where .cover has been extended. . (S) . 

> • ^ 1 i ^ . ,r . c 

Finally I the clrcumstanc.ea .surrounding .the career of 
the recipient of .the document and hie immediate eubordinate* 
present additional concern* As atated earllert thef fillet 
Individual ^aa ^eeelgned to ^ under official cover*. * 

He remained under official cover, for, obno tine following 
that aseignmentf and to dgr knowled.ge waa hover^eiir.faced - ee 
a CIA employee*. Given ^the euc'cese^ oT covers a decision 
<wae made 'to aeaign him 'to an .even more Covert et^atUe',. . 
and for the remainder* of hle'*careet, with ClAr*‘thia individual^ . 
operated under noh-bfflcial coverit When this Individual^ « 
retired from CIA he di"d Vo , under non^.offlclal^ cover . (S) 

• ‘ ■ V. ’ • • 

The indi^duala ha .dealt ‘with hed no- indication. 
that he weer.aesociated with tKe CIA^ American. Intelllgende ^ 
or the U.S* Govoenmont. ' Coneequontly , he was able' to 
operate in ereaa that are closed to U.S*' 6ovd;rnment officialB 
and to contact and< recruit individuals who would normally 
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not associate with representatives of our government. Even 
in retirement the government has continued to make use of 
this Individual and of the conJtacts^he established 



The duty of handling .Soobzokov in Annan fell not only 
to the Agency, officer described above, but to his immediate 
8ub.ordinate who also was under CT cover. There Is "the 
danger therefore that the use or these documents may lead to 
the . disclosure of the Identity of this second officer and 
his activities. In contrast to the first officer* this 
individual remained under official cover for the» remainder 
of his career with CIA, and^^recentljr retired und[er' of ficial 
cover. Because our cover arrangements often pcoVide for 



i J Disclosure of the 

identity of this second individual and his CIA affiliation 
would cause damage to Agency operations not only q 
but in the many other places this officer served, ic wouxd, 
for certain, place his immediate contacts in personal 
danger, damage the security of installations and operations 
with which he was associated; and Weaken our ability to 
'Inaintain similar cover.* The resultant damage of such 
• disclosure could conceivably bb wide ranging— the identi- 
'ficabion of other individuals gould lead to the identification , 
of siill more covert employees, thus endangering sourced and 
compromimg operationa that had no direct nexus to the 
original employee. (S) 

^ In sum, it is neceseary to avoid any ^action and any use * 
of these two documents that would lead toi 1) ^ the identi*' 
ficatlon of the presence^ of the CIA facility in .^Oordan, or 
.identify or describe the activities 'conducted in Tordan, 

2) the Identification of the original recipient of the o 
document, and 3) Identification of the immediate aubordinate of 
the recipient of the document. (S) 

Document 3 

CIA is prepared tp provide a redacted version of the 
document for use in this case and to provide as a witness a 
representative from the Office of Security who can testify 
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that the document was prepared by a representative of that 
office following an interview with Soobzokov in 1953 and 
that the documerit had been in our files since that date.. 
However, neither'^ this officer, nor any CIA witnesa, will be 
pprmittad to discuss the full text of the document or the 
circumetences surrounding its acquisition. (C) 



The' document was prepared following a polygraph 
interview conducted on Soobzokov in Beirut, Lebanon in , 

1933. The interview was conducted at the request! of .Soobzokov^* ( 
case officer, the first individual described In the discussion 
'of documents 1 and Z. Accordinglyt our primary concern is 
that the use of this document may iead^to the diabloaure of 
identities of this individual and his associates Jand the 
details of the Jordanian operation. (S) j 



Because the intervie^^ took place in a second! country, 
the use of the document may also lead to the • disclosure of 
CIA activities in that country, which would damage our 
relations jWith that country, inhibit our ability to conduct 
operations, and place in Jeopardy CIA and government officers 
currently . assigned to that country. (S) 



The document' as a whole contains a signlrficant amount 
of information concerning intelligence methods, lit confirms 
that CIA polygraphs agents in remote' locations and indicates 
that the polygraph interviewer wore not assigned to Beirut, 
but prepared his report elsewhere, and nenee that location. 
Thus, the report diecloses the fact that CIA poeeeseed* a 
fairly mobile polygraph facility, headquartered at ''an. 
identified central location. T^e.text of the doCume,nt also 
gives some Inpight . into the methodology employed, by CIA 
polygraph interviewers by |.denti fying the areas jof interest 
to the interviewer, and hi^ reaction to Soobzokov 'a answers 



kov 

to particular eubjecta. TIja text of the report lis also 
potentially damaging in what it does not state--[what we did 
nob consider important , or fdid not know, about Soobzokov at 
the tine of the interview. [ (S) j 



Document 4 



1 



CIA is prepared to makel a redacted version of this 
document available fd^ use In this case and we would be 
willing to provide as a wltnesa the custodian o|f the records 
of the Directorate of Operations who will be abjLe to state 
that the documerjh was maintained by CIA ainca 1^56. However, 
this witness be permitted'' ko discuss thp full text 

of the document or the clrcumatancea surrounding its creation. 
(C) •' 1 



The document Itself is report of a counterintelligence 
debriefing rjonducted on Soobzokov In 1956 by a third CIA 
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staff officer. The Interview was conducted in the United 
States. This interview .was not conducted during the couree ! 
of any on-going operations, but was- part of the pre-clearance -^ 
screening of Soobrokov as a potential asset. The interview 
was apparently conducted under the auspices of an^ 7 
cover unit. Accordingly, any dlsouealon of the oxrcun- 
stances aurroundlnp CIA's acquiaition of the document would ; 
discloaa that CIA, Q conducted the interview, and 

disclose the identic/ or cnie CIA cover unit. Such dis- 
closure would endanger the security of. the, individuals who 
had been aasigned to, or dealt- with the unit. It would also 
damaoa our ability to provide such cover in the future, as 
the C ^ willingneaa and ability to provide cover is in no 
’'Small oe^ee tied to oujt_ ability to prevent disclosure of 
the existence of such cover. (S) 

The document cannot be released In full text as It 
contains s'ubstantlal amounts of Information concerning 
covert installationa and personnel aasigned to them; identi- 
fies uses made of Soabzokov and uses contemplated for him 
(thus identifying CIA's operational targetting); and identifies 
those subjects which were of counterintelligence interest to 
CIA and, by omission identifies subjects which had not coma 
to our attention. (This last point is of no mean significance 
in that it may disclose a weakness* In our counterintelligence 
capacity.) (S) 

V I, 

Document 5 

CIA is prepared to make this . document available for, 
use in this case in full text, and to provide as a witness 
the custodian of the records of the Directorate of Operations 
who will be able to state that our records Indicate that 
the document was received by Soobzokov in the United States 
and' that it has been maintained since then in CIA files. (C) 

CIA not provide a discussion cif ;the circumstances 
surrounding the acquisition of the- document , nor lil^^^we 
identify the recipient of the document. (C) x ^ 

- 0 ' 

Although the document contains only information 
concerning Soobzokov 'a personal activities, the circum- ; 
stances surrounding the^.^c’reation and acquisition of the 
document bear heav^/'on CIA equities. At the date of the . 
document Soobzokov was engaged,, in a training program designed 
CO provide an ethnic cadre of trained partisans to fight In 
a ''hot war" against the Soviet Union, This operation was ' 
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conducted undoc ^ cover at. an C ^Installation and was 
not identified as CIA to the trainees. If a discussion of 
.this docujsent were to disclose CIA's interest In this 
operation i.t could plarr in Jeopard/ unwitting Individuals 
who may have returned to hoablle locations; reveal the 
affiliation of CIA pereonnel assigned to the operation; and 
damage our ability to obtain such cover in the future. (S) 

It should be noted that the cover of the operation 
remains intact » in spite of parallel davelopoents in other 
litigation Involving Hr. Soobzokov. It has come .to our 
attention that Mr. Soobzokov has 

his action has led to at 



Should CIA's affiliation with^the project become 
known) the request's acope will broaden to include oiir 
records and the throat of disclosure will increase slg-^ 
niflcantly. (S) 

Document 6 ' . ^ 

CIA is prepared to make a redacted version of this 
document available for use in the case and is prepared to 
provide a witness from the Office of Security who can 
testify that the document was prepared following an inter- 
view with Soobzokov by a CIA security bfficer and that it 
has been in our files since 1959. (C) ^ 

/.tji-vcr r/m* -f*- s'ln.otr. /isr r>-- ^ 

^ / Tne document contains a large amount of detail, con- , . 
earning Soobzokov'a personal history » .but also details in 
some depth his past ■ associations with CIA) and our efforts 
to establish his bona fldea during his prolonged association 
with CIA. Of special .concern la the amount of detail * 
this document contains on polygraph methodology, including 
specific questions and the >analysls o f Soobzokov'a answers 
to them. (S) ' 

It is our opinion that the release of this in.formatlon 
could be especially damaging in that the information' 
would provide a valuable toQl to aid opposition services in 
developing procedures to defeat our polygraph testing. (S) 
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Conclusion 

In view of the need to avoid the disclosures described 
above and to prevent the harm which would flow from such 
disclosure please?' advise us before an/ use is nade of our 
dbcuments or Information. ' 1 rTTHTe regard, a meeting at the 
Assistant Attorney General level may be of value. (C) 

Sincerely, / 

i- 3 



Office of General Counsel 
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RJA-A-157 



Deput/ Chief (OTCUSUTIS) HE 
Chief, C : 3 . 

OperationAl 

D09UB«at r« TeSoobxokor 



B October 1952 






1, AttaohsMit (b} herewith le a copy of o doouaent purport«<4V<v> *uiMtAntlAtliiff 
tho etotcueat aedo In para 4 of queatloii 25 of RJA-A»I52. [1^ 3 sew tho 

original doonsRit. 











lUta 30.lS.104e 



and Chlof ^or tbo ClrcaaslAn FlclU ?oXLco TsoharXn | ' 

in taohtaMutoi» .N^rth Qauoasua in nuthorlincl | 

■ . ■ '' ‘ • * ' . •. '. •' if' 

■'■' ‘"v' ■■ ' ", '■;■ C-^/‘ ‘ ’* ' .;' i» ’ 

.. A'^^>»riWt Spaolal ordnr from^Onrain Flald ciocsgand iro, S40 or g0,i3»1942 || 



i^“f'7cV4e. - , ’I 

Shis poratb la valid togatiter with- aoldj^^hpoh ]to. 14S703 Ipauod | - 

by o«cmndin 0 orrio«r or tho 33 and 3D Du 3 raau in Kraanodar on 13«lo«484 ^ 

Tlvj )Saror ‘ {iignaituyo) /Cl«atlt/ 11 

aaiL 

3 eoratax *7 /^ohaudJoV i| 

0 ■ ■ V - ■ ^ ‘ i - • 

S"'-" 











V 



